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• J. H. Hickle 
■ Subjective Evaluation 


The following cigarettes were subjectively evaluated by the Flavor Develop¬ 
ment Subjective Smoking Panel. These cigarettes were from the three cities 

used for Northwind Test Markets. 

1. Northwind 85 mm, Cleveland Supermarket #2. Acceptable. 

2. Northwind 100 mm, Cleveland Convenience Store #2. Acceptable. 

3. Northwind 85 mm, Cleveland Supermarket #5 vs. Houston Convenience Store 
#3. The Cleveland and Houston cigarettes were found to be the most 
similar. All were acceptable. 

4. Northwind 100 mm, Houston Conveneience Store #4 vs. Cleveland Convenience 
Store §5 vs. St. Louis Supermarket #1; All three cigarettes were com¬ 
parable. All were acceptable. 

5. Merit Menthol 85 mm, St, Louis Convenience Store. (K9CS) Acceptable. 

6. Merit Menthol 100 mm, St. Louis Supermarket, (K-2-81). Acceptable. 

7. Merit Menthol 85 mm, Cleveland Convenience Store (K-6-81) vs. Houston 
Convenience Store (K-6-81) vs. St. Louis Supermarket (Kl-81). All were 
acceptable, with the Cleveland cigarettes showing the highest menthol 
response and the Houston cigarettes showing the lowest menthol response. 

8. Merit Menthol 100 mm, Cleveland Convenience Store’(K-5-81) vs. Houston 
Convenience Store (K-6-81) vs. St. Louis Supermarket (K-2-81). All 

were acceptable, with the Cleveland cigarette showing the highest menthol 
response and the St. Louis cigarette showing the lowest cigarette response. 
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